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is that "AT&T’s competitors...will be forced to comply with the
law by filing specific rates, and compete with AT&T on even
terms" (Application at 18). AT&T’s argument assumes that
nondominant carriers are acting illegally by conforming their
tariffs to the rules promulgated by the Commission governing such
tariffs, and then assumes that because these other carriers are
acting illegally any burden required for them to conform their
behavior to their obligations of the Act should be ignored.

The difficulty with this argument is that it begs the
question. The test for a stay requires that "harm" to other
parties be measured separately from the question of the legality
of the Commission’s action. Instead, AT&T here assumes, in
effect, that because the Commission’s decision is so patently in
error, AT&T need not discuss the issue of harm at all.

While AT&T is plainly incorrect, its reluctance to discuss
harm is certainly understandable. As already discussed, the stay
sought by AT&T would require massive tariff filings for hundreds
of thousands of individual deals made by hundreds of carriers
with different customers. For the most part, the entities
involved are ill-prepared and ill-equipped to confront the
problems that would result from the inauguration of a Commission
practice that all carriers, including resellers, must file
specific rates for every single arrangement into which they have
entered. The harm from such a course is palpable. It will
require a shift of carrier effort and resources from competiting
with AT&T to meeting regulatory obligations never before imposed
on most of these carriers. The likely result--particularly in

the short term--would be chaotic regulatory conditions and
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increased uncertainly in the marketplace which AT&T may (as it
has in the past) seek to exploit (see, e.g., Sprint’s Amicus
Brief in File No. 89-297 at 2-3 explaining AT&T’s fear-mongering
campaign to disrupt the business relationships between Sprint,
MCI and Wiltel and their customers).

V. ggglggBLIC INTEREST REQUIRES THAT THE REQUESTED STAY BE

AT&T argues that a stay of the August 18 Order would be in

the public interest because unless nondominant carriers are
required to file in their tariffs the detailed rate information
sought by AT&T, the Act’s proscription against unreasonable and
unjustly discriminatory rates could not be enforced (Application
at 19). AT&T’s argument here is totally without merit. It
ignores the fundamental fact that because of their lack of market
power, nondominant carriers are hardly in the position to engage
in any action condemned by Sections 201(b) and 202(a) of the Act.
Indeed, despite the fact that AT&T has filed two counterclaims |
against Sprint before the Commission (File Nos. E-90-113C and
E-91-63) challenging Sprint’s maximum rate tariff provisions and
a redundant complaint in federal district court, it has never
accused Sprint of charging unreasonable and unjustly
discriminatory rates pursuant to such tariffs.

In any case, the Commission has found that its modification
of the tariff content requirements for nondominant carriers will
not interfere with its ability to ensure that such carriers do
not evade the Act’s requirements for reasonable and not unjustly

discriminatory rates (Auqust 18 Order at para. 33). The

Commission also has found that the reduction in the tariff
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content requirements for nondominant carriers will promote
“competition by enabling these carriers to respond immediately to
changed market conditions" (id. at para. 32). These findings,
together with the fact that, as demonstrated above, a stay would
place substantial burdens upon the nondominant carriers (not to
mention the Commission’s resources) which more than outweighs any
alleged injury to AT&T from the continuation of the rules,
conclusively demonstrate that the public interest is enhanced by
the Commission’s decision to reduce the tariff content

requirements for nondominant carriers.

VI. CONCLUSION.
For the reasons set forth above, Sprint respectfully

requests that AT&T’s application for stay be denied.

Respectfully submitted,
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Y

1850 M Street, N.W., 11th Floor
- Washington D.C. 20036
(202) 857-1030

Its Attorneys

September 14, 1993



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing "Opposition of
Sprint To AT&T'’s Application For Stay" was sent by first-class
mail, postage prepaid, on this the 14th day of September, 1993,

to the below-listed parties:

Kathleen B. Levitz, Acting*

Chief, Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.W., Room 500
Washington, D.C. 20554

International Transcription#*
Service

1919 M Street, N.W., Room 246

Washington, D.C. 20554

Danny E. Adams

Michael K. Baker

Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Donald J. Elardo

MCI Telecommunications Corp.
1801 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Martin T. McCue

Linda Kent

United States Telephone
Association

900 19th Street, N.W.

Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20006-2105

Ellen S. Deutsch
Electric Lightwave, Inc.
8100 N.E. Parkway Drive
Suite 200

Vancouver, WA 98662

Gregory J. Vogt, Chief*

Tariff Division

Federal Communications
Commission

1919 M st., N.W., Room 518

Washington, D.C. 20554

James D. Schlichting, Chief*

Policy & Program Planning Div.

Common Carrier Bureau

Federal Communications
Commission

1919 M Street, N.W., Room 544

Washington, D.C. 20554

Genevieve Morelli

CompTel

1140 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Suite 220

Washington, D.C. 20036

Francine J. Berry

R. Steven Davis

Roy E. Hoffinger

AT&T

295 North Maple Avenue
Room 3244J1

Basking Ridge, N.J. 07920

David Cosson

L. Marie Guillory

National Telephone Cooperative
Association

2626 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20037

Steven J. Hogan

LinkUSA Corporation

230 Second Street S.E.
Suite 400

Cedar Rapids, Iowa 52401



Doris S. Freedman

Barry Pineles

Office of Advocacy

United States Small Business
Administration

409 3rd Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Michael D. Lowe

Lawrence W. Katz

Edward D. Young

Bell Atlantic Telephone
Companies

1710 H Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

James S. Blaszak

Patrick J. Whittle

Gardner, Carton & Douglas

1301 K Street, N.W.

Suite 900, East Tower

Washington, D.C. 20005

Attorneys for A4 Hoc Telecom.
Users Committee

Brian R. Moir

Fisher, Wayland, Cooper & Leader

1255 23rd Street, N.W.

Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20037-1170

Attorney for International
Communications Association

James D. Ellis

William J. Free

Paula J. Fulks

175 E. Houston, Room 1218

San Antonio, TX 78205

Attorneys for Southwestern
Bell Corporation

Joe Alexander, Manager
Two-Way Radio Communications
Company Of Kanasa, Inc.
SCAT ANSWERING SERVICE

43 Western Avenue
P.O. Box 1066

Liberal, Kansas 67905

Floyd S. Keene

Mark R. Ortlieb

Attorneys for Ameritech

2000 W. Ameritech Center Drive
Room 4H84

Hoffman Estates, Illinois 60196

Patrick A. Lee

Edward E. Niehoff

New York Telephone Company &
New England Telephone and
Telegraph Company

120 Bloomingdale Road

White Plains, N.Y. 10605

John L. Bartlett

Robert J. Butler

Rosemary C. Harold

Wiley, Rein & Fielding

1776 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

Attorneys for Aeronautical
Radio, Inc.

Joseph P. Markoski

Andrew W. Cohen

Squire, Sanders & Dempsey

1201 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.

P.O. Box 407

Washington, D.C. 20044

Attorneys for Information
Technologies Ass’n of America

James P. Tuthill

John W. Bogy

140 New Montgomery St., RM 1530-<A
San Francisco, California 94105

James L. Wurtz

1275 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20004

Attorneys for Pacific Bell and
Nevada Bell

Anne P. Jones

David A. Gross

Southerland, Asbill & Brennan
1275 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004
Attorneys for Pactel Corp.



Randolph J. May

Richard s. wWhitt

Southerland, Asbill & Brennan
1275 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

Sam Antar

Capital Cities/ABC, Inc.
77 West 66th Street

New York, New York 20004

William B. Barfield

Richard M. Sbaratta

Rebecca M. Lough

BellSouth

Suite 1800

1155 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, Georgia 30367-6000

Michael F. Altschul

Michele C. Farquhar

Cellular Telecommunications
Industry Association

Two Lafayette Centre, Suite 300

1133 21st Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

J. Manning Lee

Teleport Communications Group
1 Teleport Drive, Suite 301
Staten Island, N.Y. 10311

Cindy Z. Schonhaut

MFS Communications Co., Inc.
3000 K Street, N.W.

Suite 300

Washington, D.C. 20007

Scott K. Mooris

McCaw Cellular Communications
5400 Carillon Point

Kirkland, Washington 98033

Albert Halprin

Melanie Haratunian
Halprin, Temple & Goodman
Suite 1020, East Tower
1301 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Pamela J. Riley

PacTel Corporation

2999 Oak Road, MS 1050
Walnut Creek, CA 94569

Howard Monderer

National Broadcasting Co., Inc.
Suite 930, North Office Bldg.
1331 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

Albert H. Kramer

Robert F. Aldrich

Keck, Mahin & Cate

1201 New York Ave., N.W.

Penthouse Suite

Washington, D.C. 20005-3919

Attorneys for American Public
Communications Council

Stuard Dolgin

Local Area Telecom., Inc.
17 Battery Place

Suite 1200

New York, New York 10004

Catherine Wang

Swidler & Berlin, Chartered
3000 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20007
Attorney for lLocal Area Telecom.

Andrew D. Lipman
Jonathan E. Canis
3000 K Street, N.W.
Suite 300
Washington, D.C.
Attorneys for MFS

20007

Cathleen A. Asssey

McCaw Cellular Communications
1250 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Suite 401
Washington, D.C. 20036
Carl. W. Northrop

Bryan Cave

Suite 700

700 13th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Attorneys for The Commenters



Randall B. Lowe

Mary E. Brennan

Jones, Day, Reavis & Puque
1450 G Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2088

David C. Jatlow

Young & Jatlow

2300 N Street, N.W.
Suite 600

Washington, D.C. 20037

Spencer L. Perry, Jr.
Telecommunications Resellers
P.0O. Box 5090

Hoboken, New Jersey 07030

Thomas A. Stroup

Mark Golden

Telocator

1019 19th Street, N.W.
Suite 1100

Washington, D.C. 20036

R. Michael Senkowski

Jeffrey S. Linder

Michael K. Baker

Wiley, Rein & Fielding

1776 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

Attorneys for Tele-Communi-
cations Association

W. Bruce Hanks
Century Cellunet, Inc.

100 Century Park Avenue
Monroe, LA 71203

September 14, 1993
* DELIVERED BY HAND

Walter Steimel, Jr.

Fish & Richardson

601 13th Street, N.W.

S5th Floor North

Washington, D.C. 20005
Attorneys for Pilgrim Telephone

Josephine S. Trubek

180 South Clinton Avenue
Rochester, New York 14646
Attorney for RCI & RTMC

Robert W. Healy

Smithwick & Belendiuk, P.C.
1990 M Street, N.W.

Suite 510

Washington, D.C. 20036
Attorney for Telecom Services

Philip V. Otero

Alexander P. Humphrey

GE American Communications, Inc.
1331 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

Heather Burnett Gold

Association for Local
Telecommunications Services

1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W.

Suite 1050

Washington, D.C. 20036

Kathy L. Shobert
888 16th St., N.W., Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20006

s0n



